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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement filed 04/24/06 fails to comply with 37 CFR 
1 .98(a)(2), which requires a legible copy of each cited foreign patent document; 
each non-patent literature publication or that portion which caused it to be listed; 
and all other information or that portion which caused it to be listed. It has been 
placed in the application file. The information disclosure statement is being 
considered by the examiner. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1-9 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. Claims 1 -9, "Greenhouse." For the purpose of this examination, the 
examiner presumes this should read "A greenhouse." 

b. Claim 1 , "imparts." For the purpose of this examination, the examiner 
presumes this should read "imparting." 

c. Claim 1 , "forms." For the purpose of this examination, the examiner 
presumes this should read "forming." 

d. Appropriate correction is required for all preceding objections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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4. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

5. Claim 1 is rendered vague and indefinite by the phrase "and/or". It is unclear what 
is required by this limitation. The examiner suggests replacing this phrase with "or". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Claims 5 and 9 recite the limitation "the carriage". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. A carriage is not positively claimed in claim 1 
because it is introduced as part of a statement of intended use. The examiner 
suggests positively claiming a carriage in claim 1 to overcome this rejection. For 
the purpose of this examination, the examiner presumes that a carriage refers to 
anything which may be moved along the rail system. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 
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2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

1 . Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Davison 
(GB 2,341 ,833) in view of Brown, Jr. (6,098,335). 

2. Regarding claim 1 : 

a. Davison discloses a gantry system including: 

i. A greenhouse construction (Fig. 2) comprising columns (10) and 
horizontal support members (21) spaced from the floor. 

ii. A rail system (20) fixed to the horizontal support members (20 fixed to 
21 via 24, Fig. 3). 

iii. The rail system extending continuously over a distance of at least 
three successive columns (Fig. 2). 

b. Davison does not appear to expressly disclose vertical boundary walls. 

c. Brown discloses that it is well-known to provide such greenhouse structures 
with vertical boundary walls (82, Fig. 1). 

d. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the greenhouse construction of Davison by 
adding vertical boundary walls as taught by Brown, in order to protect the 
plants inside from the elements and allow the moisture intake of such plants 
to be controlled. 
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e. The examiner notes the phrase "for moving... said area" is considered a 
recitation of intended use. As such, it is given little patentable weight. That 
said, the system disclosed by Davison could be used in such a way. 




Reproduced from Davison 



Application/Control Number: 10/576,979 
Art Unit: 3633 



Page 6 



s 



52 SO 



S2 so 



Hl4---.5U--.JL JL™___ 1 1 ^ 




I84ss 



Si! 



^ U Li 



. j-i. ->| 

r — T - 



■20 



34.. 84- 



Vij 

f/G. / 

Reproduced from Brown 
Regarding claim 2, Davison/Brown as modified above discloses a greenhouse 
construction, with Davison further disclosing horizontal members comprising 
longitudinal beams (21), with a roof construction (11) bearing on said columns 
(bearing on 15 of columns 10), each roof bordering the subsequent roof along a 
boundary line that is perpendicular to the longitudinal beams and the rail system 
(amended Fig. 2). 
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boundary lines 




Reproduced from Davison (amended) 



4. Regarding claim 3, Davison/Brown as modified above discloses a greenhouse 
construction, with Davison further disclosing longitudinal beams comprising at least 
two longitudinal sections located some distance apart (22 and "top beam", amended 
Fig. 1) and connected by link sections (23, Fig. 1). 




Reproduced from Davison (amended) 
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5. Regarding claim 4, Davison/Brown as modified above discloses a greenhouse 
construction, with Davison further disclosing one rail of the rail system (20) fixed to 
one of the longitudinal sections (fixed to 22 via 24). 

6. Regarding claim 5, Davison/Brown as modified above discloses a greenhouse 
construction, with Davison further disclosing means at the end of the rail system for 
moving a carriage in a direction perpendicular thereto (24, Fig. 3). 

a. The examiner notes that the carriage is considered to be empty or full 
containers that ride on the gantry (p. 4, 16-17). 

7. Regarding claim 8, Davison/Brown as modified above discloses a greenhouse 
construction, with Davison further disclosing a rail system with a power supply (p. 9, 
4-7). 

8. Regarding claim 9, Davison/Brown as modified above discloses a greenhouse 
construction as set forth above. 

a. The examiner notes that the claim attempts to place limitations on a member 
(the carriage) that is not positively claimed. As mentioned above, containers 
riding on the gantry can be considered a carriage (p. 4, 16-17). Furthermore, 
while Davison does not disclose the containers in detail, it would be obvious 
to use a container with a handle (which can be considered "gripping and 
lifting means"), as buckets with handles are notoriously well-known in the art. 

9. Regarding claim 1 : 

a. Davison discloses a gantry system including: 
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i. A greenhouse construction (Fig. 2) comprising columns (10) and 
horizontal support members (16) spaced from the floor. 

ii. A rail system (20) fixed to the horizontal support members (16, Fig. 6). 

iii. The rail system extending continuously over a distance of at least 
three successive columns (Fig. 2). 

b. Davison does not appear to expressly disclose vertical boundary walls. 

c. Brown discloses that it is well-known to provide such greenhouse structures 
with vertical boundary walls (82, Fig. 1). 

d. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the greenhouse construction of Davison by 
adding vertical boundary walls as taught by Brown, in order to protect the 
plants inside from the elements and allow the moisture intake of such plants 
to be controlled. 

e. The examiner notes the phrase "for moving... said area" is considered a 
recitation of intended use. As such, it is given little patentable weight. That 
said, the system disclosed by Davison could be used in such a way. 

10. Regarding claim 6, Davison/Brown as modified above discloses a greenhouse 
construction, with Davison further disclosing horizontal support members 
comprising a ridge section (19) with a rail system (20) on which a construction that 
can be moved along it (27) is mounted. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 7, Davison/Brown as modified above discloses a greenhouse 
construction, with Davison further disclosing horizontal support members 
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comprising a guttering section (19) with rail system (20) along which a construction 
fixed thereto (27) can be moved. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BRANON C. PAINTER whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-31 1 0. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 7:30AM-5:00PM, 
alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Glessner can be reached on (571) 272-6843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

IB. C. P.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 3633 
08/04/08 



/Brian E. Glessner/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3633 



